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PROSPECTUS OF THE WASHINGTON
AMERICAN.

We can hardly think it necessary to- urge
upon those who hold that Americans ought to

^fule America, the importance of having a paper
the seat of the Ft deral Government, which

shall enunciate and advocate the doctrines o

the American party.
A paper issued from any of the great centres

of a nation, but especially from the political
Metropolis, in the present age, not in this
country only, but in Great Britain, France, and
wherever there is the least freedom of discussion,is a medium thr )ugh which those holdingsimilar sentiments in regard to public affairsand public policy, may make known, discussand defend their views, nnd expose the
impropriety of the principles, and tho impolicy
of the measures of their antagonists. It should
earnestly labor to give a proper direction to

public opinion by enlightening tho public
mind.
The American is the only paper published

at the seat of the Federal Government which
advocates American doctrines; the only scntinehofthe party stationed where a near and
clear view can be had of the movements nnd
doings of their opponents at their headquarters.
Here political information concentrates, and
from hence it radiates to every part of the empire;here party measures and movements are

determined, and political campaigns planned ;
here stratagems are concocted and thwarted,
and here at certain seasons of the year politiciansmost do congregate; here, in short, is
the centre of the great political maelstrom in
which so many thousands arc constantly plungingand forever gyrating.

If the American party is desirous of being a

national party, it should not be without a

paper here through which it can make known
to all people its views, aims and opinions, and
which shall also refute the calumnies that are

from timo to time uttered against it through
ignorance or a less excusable motive; and we,
therefore, take hope that the American, standing,as it will stand, upon tho platform of the
American party, advocating, as it w ill advocate,the paramount rights of native-born citizens,eschewing, as it will eschew, all interferencewith slavery as a national concern, and
maintaining, as it will maintain, perfect freedomof opinion and of conscience in religion,
will find favor in the eyes of all truly patriotic
citizeus in the land, and commend itself to their
generous support

Lest wc may not have been specific enough
in declaring our principles, we add, that the
Farewell Address of the Father of his country,as illustrated by tho broad light of his administration,is our political text-book andraife
mecum ; and shall be our compass and chart.

rLvrroKM X
Of the American l'arty, adopted at the eeeeumu*/ the

Actional Umncil, June 2, 18f>7. \
1st. An humble acknowledgment to the Slf-"

promo Being, for ilia protecting care vouchsafed
to our fathers in their successful Revolutionary
itrupgle, and hitherto manifested to ns, their depcendnnts,in the preservation of the liberties, the
independence, and tho union of these States.

'id. The perpetuation of the Federal Union, as

the palladium of our civil and religious liberties,
and I lie ouly sure bulwark of American Indcpen|
denre.

fid. American* mutt rule America, and to this
L' end u.j/»w«-borti citisens should lie selected for all

State, Federal, and municipal offices or govern|ine t employment, in preference to all others:
ii<v. rlheless,

I tn. Persona born of American parents residing
temporarily abroad should be entitled to all the
rights of native-hotri citizens; but

fitb. No person sr.ould be selected for political
lation, ( whether of liulive or foreign birth,) who
recognises any allegiance or obligation of any descriptionto any foreign priuce, potent ite or power,
or who reluses to recognise the Federal and State
constitutions(each within its sphere) as paramount
to all ether laws, as rules of political action.

Ath. The unqualified recognition and maintenanceof ths reserved rights of the several States,
and the cultivation of harmony and fraternal good
will, lietwcen the citisens ofthe several States, and
to this eud, non interference by Congrews with
questions appertaining solely to the individual
t tales, and non-intervention by tach State with
the affairs of any other State.

7th. The recognition of the i glitol the nativebornand naturalised citizens of the United States,
permanently residing in any Territory thereof, to
frame their constitution and laws, and to r gulotc
their domestic and social affairs in their own mode,
subject only to the provisions of the Federal Con~S* tl .:*u nMwtUsu ailtiiifli,i/ui inlA th«
Rtivuuun, nun hid piiviiv^v ». .... ........... ...v

IJniun wnenerer ihuy have the requisite populationlor one Representative in Congress. J'rotiidrtl
almty*, that none but those who are citftciis of
the United States, under the constitution and laws
thereof, and who have a fixed residence in any
ucii Territory, ought to participate in the formationof the constitution, or iu the enactment of

laws for said Territory or State.
8th. An enforcement of the principle thai no

State or Territory ought to admit others than eitiaensofthe United States to the right of suffrage,
or of holding political office.

9th. A change in the law* 01 aattrrafiaatioii.
Baking s continued rcs.denee 01 ISMiyoil fears,
of all not hereinbefore piorided toi, t' indispen

ablerequisite for citisenship herrni.cr, and excludingall paup and persons oonvioied of crime,
from landing upon o< r shores ; hut uo interference
with the rested rigli s of foreigners.

10th. Opposition to s iy union between Church
and State; no inter.erencc with religious faith, or

w a -hip, and no test ratha for ofiico.
lltk. Free and thorough investigation into any

end all alleged abuses of pnhllr functionaries, and
r rr'ct economy In pnbiic expenditures.

'Stn. The maintenance and enforcement of all
burs oonsti n lonally enacted, until said laws shall

!tr reoeaicd, or shall be declared null i ml rold hy
oompetent judicial authority.

IHth. A free and open discussion oi all political
principles embraced in our platform.
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py* W k to-day commence the republicationof Mr. Crittenden's Speech on the admissionof Kansas. We have so many demands
for the Spoech from the South and West, that
we arc constrained to this course.

SPEECH
OF

J. J. CHITTENDEN,
OF KENTUCKY.

The Admission of Kansas iuto the Union
uudtr the Lecoinpton Constitution,

In tub Senate of the United States,
March 17 1858.

The Senate having under consideration the bill to
admit Kansas into the Union as a State.
Mr. CRITTENDEN said:
I fuel how inadequate I am, Mr. President, to

add anything to the various arguments that have
been employed on this subject during the long discussionthrough which we have passed; and yet I
should not perforin my duty, according to my views,
if 1 omitted to express my sentiments and feelings
on the subject before the Senate. I do not intend
to occupy your time w ith exordium*, -.<r. !The right
of the people to govern themselves is the great principleupon which our Government and our institutionsall depend. It seems to nle that this greut
principle is involved in tho present subject.
The President of the United States communicatd to us an instrument called the constitution of

the people of tho Territory of Kansas, and ho has,
with unusual earnestness, advised and recommended
to us to admit Kansas under that constitution, us

a State into this Union. The question, as it has
presented itself to my mind, involves an inquiry
as to the matters of fiCt bearing upon this instrumentof wriiing, and whether these authorize us to
regard this instrument as the constitution of the
people of Kansas. Is it their constitution ? Does
it embody their will? Docs it come here under
such sanctions that we are obliged to regard it, or

ought to regard it, as the permanent, fundamental
law and constitution of this new State? I do not
think it comes with such u sanction, or ought to be
regarded us the constitution of the peoplo of Kansas.Sir, I shall not occupy your time long on this
point.
What are the evidences that it is so ? It is made

by a convention, to be sure, called under the authorityof an act of the Legislature of Kansas. It
is made by delegates regularly elected by this people,and prima facie it would appear that it had
the sanction of the people of Kansas; but I think
there are evidences of a higher character to show
that it is not so, that it is but in appearance a con-

etitution, and not in reality.
In the first place, the fact is established beyond

all controversy that an overwhelming majority of
the people of Kansas are opposed to this instru-
meat as their constitution. The two highest ofli-
cers of the Federal Government lately there under
appointment from the President of the United
States, Governor Walker and Secretary Stanton,
uotlt assure us 01 mat met upon uicir personal
knowledge. That is high evidence to establish the
fact that it is against the will of an overwhelming
majority of the people upon whom it is to tie imposedas a constitution.

That constitution in part was submitted to the
people. I shall not stop now to inquire how it
was submitted, whether fairly or not. A part of
it was submitted, however, and, upon a vote taken
by the people on the clause thus submitted, it
received six thousand votes, and a little more.

These arc the sanctions with which it comes to
us. To this extent, it would seein to have the
popular approbation. But, sir, when you come to
look a lilt e further into the investigations which
have taken place in that Territory, it appears thfct
of those six thousand votes, about three thousand
were fictitious and fraudulent. That is reported
to us by the minority report" of our Committee on

Territories; that is verified to us by the proclamationissued by the Presidont of the Council and
the Speaker of the House oi Representative* of the
Territorial Legislature of Kansas. These high officials,who were invited by Mr. Calhoun to witnesl
the counting of the votes which were returned to

him, certify from their personal knowledge that
more than two thousand of the three thousand
votes which were given at three precinct* in the
counties of Johnson and Leavenworth were fictitiousvotes. I only call your attention to this in
order that it may appear truthfully who it was that
approved of this constitution.

That vote was taken on the 21st of December.
Beforo that vote was taken, however, a I.egi-dature,which wa* elected in October last, and which
met on the call of the acting Governor, Mr. St niton,in December, passed an act postponing that
vote from the 21st of December to the 4th of J»nuaiy.On the 4th of January, under the provision*of that act, a question was lakca upon the
constitution itself broadly. It provided that the
question should be taken upon tbe L'-conipton
constitution with* slavery, upon the Leeomplon
constitution without slavery, and generally upon
the constitution itself. Upon that occasion, over

ten thousand voted against the crnsiitution; and
the Legislature of the Territory «f Kansas have
passed resolutions unanimously protesting against
the reception by Congress of this i istrumenl as

the constitution of the State, declaring that it was
obtained by tiaud, and lint it tnu< n-»t the sanction
or concurrence of any, except a small minority of
the people. Tun w the substance ol.their rcso;lutions.
Now, I ask you, air, upon this evidence, an a

judge, to (i iy whether thin in the constitutou of
the people of Kansas or not? whether the evidencebefore you is that it in an instrument signifyingtheir wili and declaring (hat general and por!manent law upon which they wish their governiineut to be founded? UnbsH you abut your even

to the vote taken on the 4ih of January, here is
a direct popular evidence and protest against the
conatitution; and, even supposing the whole of
the aix thousand votes which were given for it on
the 21st of December to be true and real voles,
frail It expressed, it shows that there wc re ten thou|
sand other people in th Territory of Kansas who
are opposed to this instrument and who have legit|iinatcly declared their opposition. flore is the
solemn act of the Legislature of the Territory protestingagainst it. These are recorded evidences, as

much so as the consiitutioti it-elf is a record, having
the same legal sanctions and thessme legal title to
our faith and our confidence. How are you, in
law, to make any difference bclwetu these testimonials;to say that yon will give « ff-ct to one and
will reject the other; that yon will give effect to
that which testifies for the minority of the people,
and will reject that which testifies for t' e iimjorily
of the people; that you will accept that which was

Hist given, and reject the list expressions of the
popular wili ?

ilia these iai t expression# of the popular will
that ought to govern on every principle, just as

much as that a former law most yield to a subsequentlaw in any poii t of conflict between them
The laat evidence, then, is the vote of the people
on the 4th of January, of ten thousand against it;
and the evidence tieai ly cot niporaiu ous wjlli that
arc the resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas,
protesting and imploring you not to accept this
instrument, that it is a fraud and an imposition
upon them. I want to know why it is that this
evidence is not entitled to our consideration and
to have effect? The President, it seems to mo,
has given ua a most unsatisfactory reason. The
President says that in recommending the adoptionof this constitution to us, as implied in the
admission of the State, he lias net overlooked tho
vote of ten thousand against the constitution given
upon tho 4lh of January ; be has considered it;
hut he holds it, and he holds tbo taw of llio TerritorialLegislature under which that vote was Uk en,
to be mere nnllitics. Why? The law was passed
liy the regnlarly elected Legislature of the Territoryproviding that a vote should be taken on that
day ; and why not? Is there anything in the or-
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UHiiic law, is there anything anywhere that forbids
it? No; nothing.
The President Imd anticipated that the constitutionitself, in whole, and not in part, was to be

submitted to the people. The Governor had so

contemplated, find had so assured and promised
the people. The President regrets that it was

only submitted in part, lie regrets that the entire
constitution was not submitted. Though lie acceptsas an equivalent the partial submission, he
regrets that it was not submitted as a whole.
The Territorial Legislature, aft -r this constitutionwas published, immediately passed a law to

have a vote taken upon the entire constitution.
the very course which the President had preferred,
and to which Mr. Walker pledged himself. What
do they do but cany out und act in perfect accordancewith the wishes and opinions of the Presidentand Governor? And yet the President, who
was for a general submission, and would have preferredit, says the act of the Legislature, in accordancewith his opinion, is a mere nullity. Why?
Because, he says, by the previous acts of the peopleand of the territorial government the Territory
was so far prepared for admission into the Union
a.s aSt>te. Thut is the reason, lie gives po applicationof it, but announces as a reason that it
was so far prepared because the constitution had
been made, ready to be ottered to Congress, though
that con titutiou had not yet b- submitted to
the p- ople when this law was passed. That was
her condition ; that was the preparation she had
made. The only preparation *us, that under the
authority of a previous Territorial Legislature, a

convention had been held, und a constitution made
and published.

That was the pondition of her preparation; and,
because of that preparation, the President says
that the Territorial Legislatuie had no power
whatever to pass a law to take a popular vote
upon the adopt on of that constitution, to see
what the people thought of it; to collect the evidenceof ihe public will I What could tho TerritorialLegislature do, to satisfy themselves, to
sttisfy the country, to satisfy the just rights of
tho people, but to suy a vote shall be taken on the
4 th of January next, in which all the people shall
di dure their assent to, or disapprobation of, this
constitution as an entire instrument? What Is
there in the preparation above referred to to preventit? What force had the constitution?
Could he constitution, unaccepted by you, unauthorizedby you, paralyze und annihilate the
legislative power whii h your act of Congress
hud conferrod upon the territorial government?
Docs not that power, and all that power, remain
as perfect as when you granted it? And could
the power winch your act gave be diminished or

lessoned by any act of mere terriioiial authority?
It is palpable that it could not. No matter what
act might be done fry the people of Kansas, call it
by what name you ple;tse-r-law of the Territorial
Legislature, constitution made by tho people.no
matter by what name you call it.the st premacy
of the Government of the United States remains
untouched and unimpaired, and all the power of
territorial legislation which it gave may be exercisedby the Legislature.
Of what avail is this constitution until accepted

by Congress, and the State admitted upon it ?
Whom docs it bind? Is it anything more than a

proposition by the people of Kansas that "we shall
be admitted with this instrument, which we otter
as our constitution?" What more is it? Docs it
bind anybody? Where docs it derive its author-
ity ? The orgauic law authorized no legislation by
a convention. The convention could exercise no

legislative power which Congress had given, becauseCongress gave its power to a Territorial
L -itislature, to be elected in a certain manner, and
to be exercised in a certain manner. The conventioncould exercise no legislative power. It bound
no one. It did not bind the future Suite; for, until
you accepted it, what prevented the people from
calling a convention the next day, and altering or

modifying it according to their own views? Is
there anything of reason, of argument, or of law,
to support such a proposition as that the people
are restrained fioiu making another constitution
b.cause tlicy have proposed one not yet accepted
and acted upon by Congress? I think not.

In my judgment, we have a precedent which
shows I aui tight in this view of the subject. The
cu-e is this: Wisconsin, then under a territorial
government, presented herself here with a State
constitution, and asked for admission into tho
Union as a State. Congress admitted iter, but on

the condition that her constitution should be submittedto a vote of the qualified electors of the
Territory.and, if absented to by the pimple, that
the President aliouid announce that fact by proclanuition,and that thereupon, and without auy furtherproceedings on the part of Congress, her adnrssionshould be complete and absolute. This
was the case of Wisconsin ; this her elate of prtparation. What, under these circumstances, ^tlid
the people of Wisconsin do? Did thiy piocrcd
according to this net of Congress, and submit thoir
constitution again to the people, as required by
said act? No, sir; they passed that act by, called
another convention, applied to Congresi at a subsequentsession, and were admitted into the Union
as a State.
Wa« not their state of preparation greater than

the preparation of the Territory ef Kansas? Here
Wisconsin was not only in a stut< of preparation,
bv having made a constitution, but tliat constitutionhad received the approbation of Congress,
and she bad been conditionally admitted into the
Union as a State. Yet she cousidered that even

under these circumstances, site was at full liberty
to avail hcrsc'f, or not to avail herself, of that conditioualadmission.and concluding not to decline
it, she made another constitution, and was there-
upon admiit-d hv Congress.

If they eonld do that, il, prepared an they were,
that preparation did liotpreclade tin in from making
another constitution, how is this leas etatc of preparation,on the part of Kansas, to preclude the Territorialegialature, not fiom performing the high
act. of calling a convention, but simply of taking
another vote on a constitution which waa yet to
be proposed to Congress? Can any reason be
shown? No, sir, none. That constitution was, in
my judgment, inoperative; and of gentlemen who
think differently I would ash, how long would
it have operated as binding on the people of Kansas?Suppose circumstance* had occurred which
had prevented any application to Congress for
ycats, how long wop'd this instrument have retainedit* vitality and retained Its vigor and authorily?One Tear? Two years? Tnrco years?
Four years? llow long? 8uppose the president,
Calhoun, hud put this instrument in his pocket
and kept it there all the days of his life, would
it all the days of his life have restrained the people
of Kansas from taking other step* and culling
ot her conventions, and making other cenatiuit .on* ?

If Its authority would not have Continued a lifetine, how long could it continue ? No man can

set a limit; and the conclusion, therefore, Is that it
never had any binding influence.at any rate,
never such binding influence (and that ia nit I am
required to show) a* to have prevented the people,if they had changed their mind* alter making
tint first constitution, from calling another convention,and resorting to all means necessary for
the establishment ot another constitution, and then
to offer it to you. It it theirs to offer, and oura

to dispose of, and they are free up to the last momentto mako known to Congress what is their
will and what is their determination in relation to
tin; fund lUiental law of the State which they arc

about to establish.
Is not this all perfectly clear to our reason ?

Are there any fictions of law; are there any technicalitiesspringing out of these instruments, govennngtheir foico and effect, to prevent this conclusionI Is this constitution to be made up into
a little plea of estoppel against the people? Are
the little rules which we are to gather from WestministerHall, the little saws in actions at law
that do well enough to decide little questions of
mrum and tutim among A, B, and 0, to be applied
as the measure to thdec great snd sovereign principleson which States and peoples rest for their
rights and their liberties ? No, sir. This is a

great political question, open, free to be judged of
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according to God's truth and the rights of tho
people unrestrained, uueucuinbered, unimpaired
by any Action or by any technicality which oould
prevent the lull scope of your justice and your reasonover the whole subject. 1

Therefore, sir, this slate of preparation of the
Territory of Kansas for admission into the Union
has no effect. The argument is not applied ; the
fact is merely stated that there is a state of prepa-
ration, and there it would be necessary to stop on

any doctrine ; for, in my own judgment, no argu-
ment can be made even of any ordinary plausi-
biiity to show that the state of preparation re-
strains the people of their natural and indefeasible
right and their legal right a-i proclaimed by you,
to form with perfect freedom their own institutions
before they come into the Union. There is no

technicality about it. I
Here, it seems to me, applies that great princi-

pie to which I adverted at first, that the people <

HUVC u 1U.

course, in subordination to constitution and law. t
This people hud no constitution, could hare 110

constitution, while they remained in territorial
dependence ; and when tho act of the Territorial |
Legislature was passed requiring a vote to be 1

taken on this proposed constitution, they had lull I

authority to pass that law. Their hands were not
bound. Here was a great act about to be dune, *u

rust to bintfr--»he State, to glre it a new eburacScr,
to giro it new institutions, to put upon it a constitution.thatpanoply of the rights of all. This
wns the great act to be done; it is an act which
none but the people can do through themselves or

their proper representatives. It is in all cases directlyor by reference the act of the people. Tho
laws which they establish arc not of that transient
character which can be made to-day and repealed
to morrow. They are made lor permanency. They
are the great immutable aud eternal truths and prin-
cipleson which all government must rest. They
are expected to be permauent. The people dele-
gate to others the power of passing temporary and
repealable laws. They reserve to themselves the
great right of passiug those which are permanent
aud cyan only be repealed by themselves.
Was it not of consequence, was 11 not of import-

aneo to know the will of the people, whether they
really did approve of this constitution which was

about to be offered to Congress.a law which,
when Congress puts its imprimatur on it by admittingthe State, is to be permanent? Would it
be any harm to take the vote over and over again,
so loug as doubt remains? Congress has the
power. What objection could there be to it? You
may say " It is an unnecessary care of the peo-
pic's rights; you have had their decision once;
therefore, it is not necessary to have it again 5"
but out of abundant care, aud abundaut zeal you
may choose to take it again aud again, and asceruiuwhether there may be change or variation in
the public opinion. Who can say aught against
it ? Do you object to it because it is taking too
great care of public liberty, paying too great respectto popular rights? Nobody will take that
ground. i

But it may be said you might delay the ap-ili-
cation to Congress by these repeated elections..
You must avoid that as far as you cau. In
this case it has not delayed it. In this case

this vote wns taken before this constitution Camo
before you ; w hile it yet slumbered in the bands of
President Calhoun. No objection cau be made,
then, that this was made the cause of, or intended
inciely for the purpose of delay. The result shows
that it was neces.-ary and proper. The result shows
that notwithstanding the vote of six thousand,
in favor of it, there were ten thousand who were

epposed to it. I say, therefore, this is not the
constitution of the people of Kansas. It may in a

certain sense be a constitu ion offered by the con-

vention to the people of Kansas; but which the
people of Kansas by ten thousand majority have
rejected, have as lawfully rejected in the last vote,
as it was lawfully approved by the six thousand first
voting in the preceding December.

I say, then, Mr. President, upon the record evidence,upon ail the evidence, this is not the constitutionof (he people of Kansas. It is not the
constitution under which they desire that you
shall admit them into the Union. Now, will you,
against their will, force them into the Uniou under
a constitution which they disapprove? That is
the question. You know the fact that ten thou- '

sand against six thousand are opposed to the eon- t.

stitution. You know that by tbc act of their TerritorialLegislature they eotreat you not to admit
them with this constitutor. They tell you, moreover,ns one of their reason)), not only that they
disapprove of the whole constitution, but that it is
paiticularly hateful to them because the votes given
for it, or apparently given for it, were, to a great
eitcnt, ftsudulenl and fictitious. The Legislature
tells you that nine-tenths of the people there are

opposed to it.
Now, would it not be strange, that tinder these

circumstances, we should, without any motive for
it tbnt I know of, as the common arbiters of all
Territories and States to the extent of our constitutionalpower, force her into the Union? What
motive can wc have, what right motive, witli the
knowledge ol these facta, to force her into the
Union, and to enforce upon her this constitution?
I cannot feel myself authorised to do such a thing.
Of course I do uot impugn the motives and the
views of others, who, taking a different view, act
from impresaiona different fiom initio. Thi-y act

upon one view, and 1 upon another; but, viewing
the subject as I do, it scents to me that to do this
is a plain, unmistakable violation of the right of the
people to govern themselves.

1 have etldeavored to show you, sir, that this
is not the constitution of the people of Kan* ,

according to the recorded evidence of their .will.
It seems to Rte, furthermore, that this constitution
is a fraud. It ia not otdy not their constitution,
according to their will, but it is got up and made
in fraud, to deprive them of their tights. I believe
that, and I think it can he ahown.

The President of the United Slates has furnished
us an argument on this subject, and it has been
oftentimes repeated hete in the debate.of course
a plausible and ingenious argument, as all must
admit, even those who deny the solidity of the
reasoning. What is the argument? The Presi-
dent saya that the sense of the ptople was taken,
and proved to be in fijvo, ol calling a convention.
The convention was called; delegates were elected;
those delegates made a constitution ; that constitutionwas submitted to the people in part, and
approved by a vote of six thousand, taken accordingto law. Well, all these, you will observe, constitutea tissue, a long series oflitile legalities, regularities,and technicalities; and the reasoning of
the President is founded on technical points on
each of these facts. You must admit all the facts.
Yes, sir, the facts are all true; and if they alone
constituted the case, the conclusion would he fair
and tight that this constitution has been regularly
inide; that this constitution has been sanctioned
by the people as well as by the convention. But
is thine no more in the case than this? There is
a great deal more in the case than this.
When frauds have been alleged and charged

against this government of Kansas, gentlemen <ay,
"Ah, but these frauds were in other elections;
these fi auds do not particularly and apecitically
touch this constitution, or the proceedings which
led to this constitution." But suppose there were
frauds in relation to it: is it not something if I show
you that, in regard to that part of the oonatitntion
which was submitted to the people to lie ratified
by them, and which was nothing until the people
had ratified it even according to the constitution
itself, there was fraud in that election, and abundanceof fraud ? So glaring, so impudent, and so
fearless had frands in elections become there, that
upon that very poll list, in one of the precincts, (I
forget whether it was in Oxford, or Shawnee, or

that other precinct that emulates these in its charseterfor frand, Kiekapoo,) yon find that the Presidentof the United States, Colonel Benton, and
thu gentiiinau from New York, [Mr. SkwaRi>,J
were there, it sceuia, or fictitious votes were put
in for them by somcliody, and a long list of persons
of that sort of figure on the poll book at these miserableprecincts as actual voters. That was the
vote on the constitution on Decotnber 21; that
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was on the part submitted to the people. They
were the constitution making power there, and
there I show you the fraud.
What further frauds there were I know not;

but this inucli is apparent.and later developmentsshow greater frauds still.that in one single
precinct, where there were only thirty or forty
votes to be taken legitimately, there were over
twelve hundred; and under the investigation lately
made by commissioners in Kansas, that upon
sworn testimony is stated to be the fact. In one
precinct there were twelve hundred fraudulent and
fictitious votes out of twelve hundred and -ixty;
levon hundred in another, and over fix hundred
inunother; making in the aggregate twenty-fix
Hundred votes in tiiree precincts, entirely fraudjlentand fictitious, written out by hundreds on
the poll-book after the election was over, put on
without scruple upon the poll-book, upon the
lection return, put down without scruple during
;he election, of those who were qualified, and
hose who were not qualified; and that is the way
ibis constiution in part has received its sanction.

lint, sir, I think that we shopld take a very
martial view of this subject, one very unsatisfac:oryto our judgment, if we were to isolate these
acts which have direct relation only to the formitionof this constitution, and leave out all the
lurrounding circumstances. It seems to me that
,he proper and the just mode of regarding this
constitution is to consider it as one of a series of
tcts, and s<-e if we can find that the whole action
tnd operation of ull those acts were to lead to ono

general purpose.that of maintaining by fruud
tnd by falsehood the power and the government
>f the minority, and their offices to them against
,he will of the great majority of the voters. I say
t is an act connected with all the other acts. The
whole case is to be taken, and every part of it
udged of iu this connection.
Now, what was the first act? That is historical.Wc may all speak of it now, though we

disputed it at the time. The first Legislature that
was elected in Kansas under the organic act, was
not elected hy the people of Kansas. It was electedby persons who were intruders from abroad..
who iuti tided themselves with arms in their
hands, seiz-d upon the ballot-boxes, put in their
own ballots, driving away the legitimate voters,
and elected the members to the Legislature. That
is the way' the government of Kansas was inaugurated.Those who had been driven from the polls,
those who were opposed to the ptfrty that was
installed in power by these rat ana, conceived
such indignation and such disgust that they proclaimedaloud, whether wisely or unwisely, that they
renounced all oliedience to this spurious government,as they called it. It is not material to me
whether their complaints are well founded and
true, or not. 1 am endeavoring to depict the
course of things, to show their motives and the
motives of the persons who were tints iustalhd
into tiie territorial government. They came to
their power by violence; they came to their power
by fiaud. That was the complaint of the opposingparty in Kansas. They reuounced their rule,
they renounced their laws, refused to commit
themselves ill any way to their support, refused
to go to any election afterwards. They said,
"What is the us» ? This eorrupt minority who
have got into power, who have in their hands tiie
means cf controlling the election, who are not too
good to do it, and who will do it, who have done
it, will practice the same means; wc shall be again
driven from the polls, or, if not, they, having the
control of the elections, and of all the officers who
conduct and manage them, will have what returns
made they please. We will subject ourselves no
more to the humiliation of attempting to execute
a right which we know will be frustrated and
defeated by fiaud, or by force." Under these impressions,and with these feelings, which it is not
my part heic either to justify or rebuke, but
simply to state the fact, they withdrew from the
electious lest, by voting according to the laws
passed by this corrupt Legislature, as they consideredit, tbey should seem to acknowledge its
authority and their allegiance to it.
Now, what would be the condition of the men

who had been installed into power in this way?
They would be pleased that tbeir opponents bad
thus withdrawn themselves from the polls. In all
the elections to be held afterwards, this power of
the minority, however small, would be continued;
as their cm ini<* would not come up to vote, they
would be rc-clccted and would retain and perpetuatetheir power. So they went on.the field abandonedby the majority.and the minority ruling
everything in tliia way. Look at the evjdencea tiiat
arc before you from those high officers lately returnedfrom Kansas.Stanton and Walker. They tell
you of frauds regularly perpetrated there ; and,
although they had thought before that the people
were acting factiously, that they were actiug seditiously,that they were acting rcbelliously in attemptingto withdraw themselves from this governmentaltogether and to act for themselves, and
that their complaints of fraud and imposition upon
them in lections were rather affected for th purposeof giving color to their conduct than otherwise,yet when they went among the people and
heard them, and learned all about the dealings that
had been practiced, they could not doubt their
truth and their sincerity in the resentment which
tiicy felt and in the conduct which they pursued
However unwise, it was sincere cn their part..
They had been defrauded ; they had wrongs enough
to sting and humiliate them. Thia is what these
officers say. I knew nothing about it; we know
nothing about it, except on the test mnny. That the
ruling minority party were capable of committing
fraud, we know. They began ill fraud, lias any gentlemanhere denied, is tht-re any gentleman who
di-credit* the history which we all have of the
frauds practiced iu the first election that was held
in Kansas!1 However »u might doubt litis, howeverwe might have disagreed, however we might
have believed or disbelieved heretofore, ha e not
every mist and doubt been cleared away from
around this fact, and fs there one here now to say
that the right of election was not trodden down
in the first election for a Territorial Legislature in
Kansas, and that a minority government was not
elected ? That they have continued that governmentby fraud since, is shown at every step of
their progress

It was in the midst of thia self suspension of the
right of suffrage on the part of their oppofit-nts,
that they called the convention by which this constitutionwas made. Look at the constitution itself.Ou its own lace, does it not contain the amplestpreparation for fraud, visible and apparent?
Is>ok at the internal evidence marked on its fncc.
They pass by all the sworn officials of the territorialgovc niiioiit who had before conducted elections.theyauthorised, by the schedule to the
constitution, President Calhoun to take this whole
matter iuto his hands, to appoint the officers to
conduct the cle< tious, giving him control over that
official body, and the appointment of them all;
ami vne rvi>iinw w*»r»- iiui iu w rwh' hi oiij per*
manent officer of the governmiiut, not to the Governor,hut to thin same Mr. Calhoun. He urn* to

appoint the officer* to rotolnct the elertiuii, receive
the returns, count the ballots, and declare the remitWell, Mr. Calhoun has performed all this
budnes* t

Another thing: ever? human being, in reipect.
to that part of the constitution which was submittedto the people, before he could vote for or

against it, was required to swear that he would
support that constitution when It was adopted. In
thnt eonslituiion, those who framed It well knew
were provisions intolerable to all the free-State
men in the Territory, and they would not swear to
support it. They so believed and hoped and expected.This was under the show of a fair election.Not only have they secured all the advantagesresulting from the appointment of the officer»
to conduct it, but, to leave their conscienees morr

easy, these officers were not even sworn. There
was no provision for that. Hut every man voting
for the eonstituiion, or that pai t of it submitted to
htm to vote upon, wss required to bo sworn beforehandthat lie would support that constitution.
This, it was supposed, if nothing else, would keep
off the free-State men.

Itissaul, in this testimony, that Governor Walker,
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from the time ho went there, hud been diligently
persuading nil the people of the Territory to throw
aside this inaction of theirs, come into the elections,and participate in the Government. For
this, Mr. Btinton suys, Governor Walker became
the object of utter hostility to Mr. Uolhonn'B party.
They did not waut conciliation. They demanded,
as the same witness says, repression. They wanted
penult.', not persuasion. They did not know what
the result of this persuasion might be in the electionsafterwards to take place on the constitution.
It was necessary, therefore, to nuke provision
against the possible effect of these persuasions
and aiguments of Governor Walker; it was, therefore,necessary to put in, though nobody opposed
them, six thousand votes for the constitution, they
believing that that was a majority of the greatest
number of votes ever given on any occasion in
the Territory, and so it is stutcd here. They just
went beyond the line; and for fear of rendering it
more monstrous, and the fraud more visible, they
went just so far as the necessity demanded the
fraud. They did not choose to Use it superfluously.
They rather husbanded it, to be used as the occasionmight require, and 110 more than was requite I.
I cannot shut my eyes to this fuct. These preparations,then, in the schedule of thw constitution,
were made in anticipation of the vague dangers
that were apprehended. It was gteutly important
to carry through this constitution, greatly importantto preserve their authority under the constitution.There wore two S. uators of the United
States to be elected. All the officers of the State
government were to be constituted. These were
t,o oe tue rewuru 01 muse wriu nuu luuoreu.

These -seem to mo to be preparations made for
fraud; and when I come to compare them with
the action which took place afterwards, the design
and the act, the purpose and fulfillment of it, tnuke
the proof perfect. ' The means of doing it, the
means of facilitating it, are given in the constitution.The act. al perpetration of it afterwards at
the polls is seen. It is seen in the election upon
tire constitution. It is seen in the election of the
4th of January, for officers under the new constitution.There is where these frauds, lately developed,were practised to such an enormous extent.
There is where these little precincts distinguished
themselves.

Another fact may he noticed, that this conven- .

tion to make a constitution were to meet, by law,
in September, and go to their work. They uiet
then. Did they go to work? No. Why did
they not ? There was an election of the TerritorialLegislature to take pla?c in tiie October following.They wanted to know the result of that
election ; to know how tl c land luy ; whether all
was safe or rot; whether any point was necessary
to be guarded in the c institution ; whether there
were any unexpected majoriti. s rising up ; whether
there were any obstructions in the way of ordinaryfrauds. They wanted to see what was the
character of the new Legislature, that they might
meet the emergency and meet the exigency with
any constitutional provision that might be necessaryto perpetuate their power. They therefore
adjourned to a day after the election. The Legislaturewas elected ; and that Legislature turned
out, notwithstanding all the frauds that were

practiced, to be against them. What then? The
Legislature being against them, now what is the provisionthey made in the constitution ? The officers
of election, i nd other officers of the Government,
were, many of them, appointed by the Territorial
Legislature. They thought, "Now, here has come
in, in October, a Legislature opposed to us. What
so likely but that they who have complained of
frauds from Government officials, will now change
the officers and change the mode of election ?"
What then? They declare in the uchedule that
all who are in office now, shall hold their offices;
that all the laws in existence now, shall continue
in existence until repealed by a Legislature which
shall meet under the State organization under the
c-'iisiitutiou. That silences completely the TerritorialLegislature, and paralyzes its power. That
was a security against llu-in, and left tiie conventionand its party to take the chances at the
future election to be held, by their officials, on

the 4tU 'day of January last, aa provided by them,
and then they were to make another final deathstrugglefor supremacy; and then, indeed,«they did.
1 have seen the report of the commissioners lately
appointed by the Territorial Legislature of Kansasto investigate the frauds. There this Governmentparty did make efforts more than worthy
-<-.11 In it, In
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secure the L'-gidlature, which, under the constiiution,w ould luwku Senators i f the Unlit d Stated.
It wiih here that Oxford, tlxat Shawnee, that Kickapoo,distinguished themselves in the multiplicity
of votes, feigned and fraudulent.
Wh. ii you aee such things as these in the constitution,when you see ruch things as these

all around the constitution, when you s-u the same

men who made the constitution rulers in the land
during tha whole lime, do you not see that the
frauds have beeu everywhere, that the imposition
upon the people has lieen » very where ? And how
can you exempt lioin (he contagion (if there was

nothing more than this general association from
which to infer it) this constitution and those who
made it? Judging front the positive internal evidencethat eii-ts in it, and the ftcts that surround
it, 1 cannot. I believe that to impose it upon them,
violates the right of the fx ople to govern themselves.I believe this constitution is the work ot
It and.fraud u|K>n the lights of the people.

I do not undertake to defend the frre-soilct s for
their conduct It is not my part nor n«y province.
I should agree, perhaps, with the l'ri sident, that
much of their conduct has been of a disreputable,
disoideily, and seditious character. It may ho
that it deserves the epithet of " rebellion," which
the President applied to it. I have nothing to do
with that. 1 aoi not their advocate. I have disapprovedoftheir conduct in mauy instances. There
were many bad men among them, as I believe, but
for thcin the law assigns its proper punishment.
Tire majority of the people have their political
rights, that remain, notwithstanding their legal
offense*. It la in that point of view, it id in their
political character as the pcoplo of a Territory,
that we ore now to regard them. Whether they
be more or less guilty on one aide Or the other, is
not the question. 1 lear that neither party could
take the chair of impartiality and justice, and be
shameless enough to attempt to aifminiater rebuketo the oth> r.

(»ne great objection to tlusir admission at all, is
that they have not shown, by their conduct on any
aide, that they are altogether fit for association

(
with the States of this Union. A little more ap'
prenticvsliip, a little more practice of honest and
fair dealing, a little more spirit of submission and
subordination to Uw and authority, would be
well learned by them, and lit and <|ualify them
tnueh better for citiaena of the United States.
That is my opinion. I have, however, spoken of
th«ir political rights as men, and it is not for nie to
sit in judgment to eondemu and deprive theni of
the right ol suffrage on one aide or the other, becauseof Irauda committed by one, or violence
practiced by another. This is a political question.

It is said, however, that the series of legalities
and technicalities, to which I have alluded, of a

regular election, of a regular convention, of a sobmissionto the people, and of votea of the people
upon all these questions, have been regular; and
what then* It is further Mid, on the other
aide, that all the people had a right to vote
and those who did not vote fbifeitcd their right to
complain and we are not to inquire whether thcie
were any people who did not vote, or w hether
those who did vote voted fhirly, and were entitled
to vote or not. It ia aai I we are precluded by the
forms in which tMa tranaction ia enveloped; that
the loinial election, the fomal certificate of elecition, the formal constitution certified.these formalitiesarc enough for us, and that we are not perimitied to look further; that we ought not to look
further. Sir, I do not think so. We a'e applied
to now to admit a new State into the Union. The
instrument which she presents as her constitution
is opposed by the people from the same Territory,
They My, " this is not onr constitut ion; it ia
against our will; it ia not only against our will,
but it baa been imposed upon us by devices and
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fraud. It in void for fraud. If it is not void for
fraud, for that in rather a legal than n political
term, wo present thorns bauds and this opposition
as a reason why you should not udniit our Territoryiuto the Union under this constitution."

That is the state of the question before you.The complainants admit all the regularities just as
the President states them. Perhaps they admit
the effect these forms would ordinarily have, but
they urge other facts in opposition to the apparentevidence of the constitution itself, as 1 have beforeadverted to. A majority of the people have
protested ugainst it. The present Legislature, byits inquiries, have developed the vast frauds which
wee practiced in connection with, and in relationto, this constitution. They say, "do not acceptit; do not admit us under it; send it ba ck;let it be submitted to a fair vote of the peop le."
Sir, upon such u complaint as ibis, are we not
bound, in justice to that people, to examine the
whole Casef Can any Senator turn away and
refuse to look at the testimony that is offered ?
Can lie be justified in so doing by naked legal presumptionsagainst positive truth?

L)o not suppose that 1 would discard all formalities,or the fair presumptions resulting from them.
In many cam's, and to many of the transactions
of society, especially to your courts of justice,they are necessary, ami they subserve the purposesof justice. They were not made to sacrificejustice, but to uphold it and maintain it
and protect it as an armor. That is the properbusiness of forms.not to crush down justice,but to p'omote it. We are not now sitting here
governed by any technicalities. This is a grandnational political tiibunal, to judge according to
our seuse of policy and our sense ofjustice. That
is our high province.not to be controlled by presumptionsof law when we can have the nuked
truth. It is the truth that ought to guide; and
for that we ought to look wherever we ean find it;and where you find the truth on one side, and the
fiction on the other, which is to be followed, tho
truth or tho fiction ? I take the fact; I take the
truth; let the fiction return to those tribunals
which are hy luw made subject to it. This is a
question above that sort of argument. It is inqttirubiointo. E'se how can we judge that it is
their constitution? It is the Gist time, I believe,that such a question has ever come up in the Seuutcof the United States. In all former applicationsfor admission, there has been one thing aboutwhich there bus been no question; and that was,
the willingness to be admitted, and the constitutionunder which they dasired to be admitted.
There has been no question about the authenticity
of a constitution, or about its expressing the truu
will of the people heretofore, that I know of. I am
satisfied there has been none; but now that there
is, we must inquire into the authenticity of the
nstrumculoffered to us; we must iuquire whether
it is better, on full consideration, to admit this
instrument and the State with it or not; and, in
the exercise of that judgment, we are bound to
look abroad for the truth wherever we can find it.
I think, then fore, these matters are all fairly subjectto our consideration.

Mr. President, convinced as I am from these
itnhprfect views of til; evidence in tiie case, that
this instrument is not really the constitution of the
peop'e of Kansas, or desired hy them to be accepted
by you in their admission into the Union; believingthat it is not their constitution ; and believing
moreover, as I verily do, that it is made in fraud
and for a fraud; believing that these matters are

inquirable into by us, and that the inquiry has led
us to abundant light on this subject, I cannot, I
will not vole for it. Viewing it as I do, with the *

opinions I entertain, I could not consent to her admitsoti without violating my sense of right and justice;and I would submit to any consequence before
I would do that.
Now, sir, what considerations are there, apart

from these which I have stated, which could lead
me tq give, or could compensate me. for giving, a
vote against my sense of what was right ard just?
What advantage to our whole country, or to any
portion of it, is to result from taking Kansas into
the Uuioti now with this constitution ? Is any tiling
to be gained? Is the South or the North to gain
anything by it? I see nothing to be gained by it.

,

I think there is not a gentleman here who believes
that Kansas will be a slave S'atc. Before this territorialgovernment was made, many of the leading
men of the South here argued that Kansas and
Nebraska never could be slave States. By the law
of climate and geography, it was said, they could
not. So said my friend from Georgia, [ Mr. Toombs,]
and so said Mr STKriucns.

Mr. TOOMBS. Never.
Mr. HALE. Mr. R.idger said so.
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. Keirr and Mr.

Brooks, of South Carolina, said so. The. opinion
was expressed by numerous southern gentlemen
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for the principle that they contended; and the principle,the abstract principle, wns a just one;
namely, the right of the people of the Territories,
when forming a State government, for admission
into the Union, to frame fur thumswlves such a republicanconstitution as they pleased, cither excludingor admitting slavery.

Mr. HAMMOND. With the perntia^ion of the
Senator, I will ask hint, "Did I understand him to
«sy that Mr. Katrr had declared Kansas never
would be a rlave State?"

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ye«, sir; so it is reporter!.Mr. lluNTks, of Virginia, said:
" Does any man believe Unit you will have a slaveholdingStatu in Kansas or Nebraska?"
Governor Rrowm, of Missisaippi, said:
" That slavery would never find a resting place in

thane Territories."
Mr. Docai.a* said:
" I do not believe there is a man in Congreaa who

thinks it could be permanently a slavcbolding countiT."
Mr. Badger, of North Carolina, aaid :
" I havo no more idea of seeing a slave population

in either of thorn than I have of seeing it in Massachusetts."
M r. M illsoh, of Virginia, said :
" No one expects it. No one dreamt that slaverywill be established there."
Mr. Frederick P. Stanton, of Tennessee, said:
" The fears of northern gentlemen an- wholly unfounded.Slavery will nut be established in Kansas

and Nebraska." '

The late Mr. Brooks, of South Carolina said, in I
liis speech of the 15th of March, 1854: j

" It the natural laws of climate and of soil etelnde
ns from a territ iry of which we are the joint owners,
we shall not and we will not complain.'

Mr. Butler, of South Carolina said, on the 2d of
Match, 1854
" If two States should ever come into the Union

from them the Temmnes.1 it is verv certain that
not more than one of them could, in any possible
event, be a slave-holding State; end I here not the
least idea that even one would be."

Mr. Keilt, of South Carolina, in his speech of
the 30th March, 1 *54, quoted Mr. I'inckney, of his
own Slate, that.

" Practically, he thought slavery would not go
above the line of thirty-six degrees and thirty minutes
bv the laws of physical geography, and therefore, I
that the South lost no territory Bt tor slavery." 11

This is all the authority I have. II
Mr. GREEN. I wiah to inquire what book the II

Senator reads from. What is the title of it? II
Mr. CRITTENDEN. It seems to be s book

written with the most downright Democratic pro- Jpenalties and purposes. [Laughter.] It is " An
Appeal to the Democracy of the South, by a south- i

orn State-Rights Democrat." [Laughter.] I
Mr. M ASON. I suppose the pamphlet is anony- C

mous. No iimus is given.
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yea, sit.
Mr. MASON. .The name of the writer of the

pamphlet it not given. -Jl
Mr. CRITTEV A'ill the gentleman take |itt It contain' at deal of good IMnocrsMe I

reading [I<a»i> M'-r,] The wrrtcr of it thought 1
he wan doing groat aervioa to the DemuoraMe 1

PWty. m.,., \


